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Pure Milk and the Veterinary Practitioner. 


Especially during the past few years milk has 
occupied a greater place in the minds of the general 
public than perhaps any other article of food, and 
although much has been written on the subject, the 
writer will endeavour to bring out a few important 
points that should interest the practitioner concerning 
the production of clean, whelesome milk. 

In order to produce good milk it is necessary to 
have healthy animals, and this is where the veterin- 
arian in a dairying community plays a large part. 
(At least until such time as the synthetic m‘lk pro- 
mised us by Mr. Henry Ford is placed on the market.) 
The veterinary surgeon's experience with bovine 
diseases enables him to distinguish between a cow 
that is healthy and one whose condition is such that 
her milk would be unwholesome, if not dangerous. 
His knowledge of the transmission of various diseases 
from the cow to humans makes his position one of 
great trust and one that cannot be too highly esti- 
mated, and he should warn the farmer against mar- 
keting milk from a cow that is suffering from disease. 
He is also in a position to advise how soon after 
parturition the milk is considered fit for human 
consumption, @.e., when*the normal colour returns 
and it does not coagulate when heated towards the 
boiling point. (It is surprising how many farmers 
do not know what colostrum is, or that colostral 
milk should not be marketed.) 

The health of a dairy herd depends to a great 
extent upon the type and condition of the dairy barn. 
This point is unfortunately frequently overlooked, 
and we often find cows crowded into dirty, ill-ven- 
tilated and poorly-lighted sheds. Any veterinary 
surgeon knows from his study of hygiene that these 
conditions are predisposing causes to disease, and 
hinder the progress to health of a sick animal. He 
can therefore advise the dairy farmer as to the proper 
conditions under which the cattle should be kept. 
Disinfection of the stable is of great importance, and 
this subject is thoroughly discussed by Dr. Bousfield 
in the excellent article which appeared in the Sep- 
tember number of the C. V. R. we 

Another important consideration is the sterilisation 
of milk pails, strainers, milking machines, ete. The 
utensils are probably the source of the greatest 
bacterial invasion of milk, and simply rinsing them 
in hot water after they have been washed in usual 
manner’ will not materially reduce germ content. 
Sterilisation by the use of steam is not practicable 
nor could it often be efficient on the majority of 
farms. Some suitable disinfectant should therefore 


be used to prevent bacterial contamination of the 
milk by the utensils. The ideal sterilising agent for 
dairy utensils is ‘ Sterilac,”’ a scientific combination 
of the Dakin chloramines in an alkaline base. It 


is sold in powder form, and is permanent and non-. 


poisonous besides being harmless to rubber and 
metal. The objections that are sometimes made 
to the use of this product are that a farmer is likely 
to depend too much on its action and become other- 
wise careless in the handling of the milk, and that 
there is a possibility of a small quantity of the solution 
being added to the milk as a preservative. These 
reasonings are sane; but do not the same apply to 
other sterilising agents of a somewhat similar nature ? 
Of course, the farmer must be warned that any 
sterilising agent should be used only as directed ; 
and that it supplements, and does not replace, the 
thorough cleaning and rinsing with soap and water. 
Careful experiments have been carried out by several 
workers as to the efficiency of Sterilac, and it has 
proved to be the best product on the market for the 
sterilisation of dairy utensils. From my own experi- 
ments I can conscientiously recommend its use as 
a factor in the marketing of milk of a low bacterial 
content. 

Cooling the milk quickly to 50°F. or lower after 
milking each cow and keeping it cold until delivered 
is more important than a great many people imagine. 
The keeping quality of milk is greatly increased by 
holding the milk near the freezing point, as this 
prevents the multiplication of bacteria. It should, 
however, be borne in mind that it is undesirable to 
hold milk, even if it is sweet,efor two or three days 
before shipping it to the dealer. 

Too much importance cannot be placed on the 
pecessity of keeping dirt out of the milk, and not 
relying on a strainer to remove it. A large number 
of people still believe that no matter how much milk 
may become contaminated by soiled hands and 
clothing, dust, dirty udders, ete., the straining cloth 
will rectify the condition, and it is quite reasonable 
to suppose that these same people would not be 
careful that the cloth was sterilised or even fairly 
clean, The filthy practice of straining dirty milk 
through a dirty cloth is a thing that cannot be too 
severely condemned, and there is a possibility, also, 
in my opinion, that the fat content is lowered, owing 
to some of the fat globules adhering to the particles 
of dirt and remaining behind on the cloth or cotton 
wool strainer. All possible precautions should be 
taken to prevent the entrance of dust or dirt into the 
milk and the milk should be strained through a clean 
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and sterilised strainer in which is placed a piece of 
sterile cotton wool. A fresh piece of cotton wool 
should be used at each milking. 

In conclusion I might state that the milk question 
with its various problems is becoming more important 
each year. The demand for a high-grade product 
is increasing as more of the public realise its value, 
and as I have tried to point out the veterinarian has 
it in his power to materially improve the standard 
of the greatest of foods—-good milk. 

[J. 8. Grover, Toronto, in the Canadian Veterinary 
Record.] 


The “ Humane Killer.’’ 
VETERINARY EVIDENCE IN IMPORTANT TEST CASE. 


The hearing of an important test case, raising the 
question of the validity or otherwise of the Reading 
Corporation’s recently adopted by-law, which requires 
the use of the “humane killer” in slaughterhouses, was 
commenced at the Reading Borough Police Court recently, 
when Richard James Venner, of 97 Southampton Street, 
and Louis Rogers, of 189 London Road, Reading, bacon 
curers and provision merchants, were summoned for aiding 
and abetting their r tive slaughtermen in the com- 
mission of a breach of the by-law in question. 

Mr. E. W. Tame prosecuted for the Corporation and Mr. 
W. T. Ricketts appeared for the defendants. 

Mr. Ricketts said that as the whole matter was one of 
principle it would probably be convenient and save time 
if both summonses were taken together, and to this course 
Mr. Tame assented. 

At the outset Mr. Tame said there was a point upon which 
he should like the ruling of the Bench. The case for the 
prosecution was that there had been a breach of the by-law, 
and evidence would be called to prove the breach. The 
defence, however, had intimated that they intended to 
attack the by-law as bad, and his submission was that 
as the onus of proving it was bad rested on Mr. Ricketts, 
it should be open to the prosecution to call rebutting 
evidence at the elose of the defendants’ case. He did not, 
at that stage, propose to defend the by-law. It was 
for Mr. Ricketts to attack it. 

Mr. Ricketts said he should certainly attack the by-law 
on the ground that on the face of it it was bad, and, in 
fact, an impossible by-law. The by-law required the use 
in slaughterhouses of a mechanically-operated instrument 
“suitable and sufficient for the purpose.” That was a 

uestion of fact, and he had evidence to call in support of 
the defence’s contention that there was no such instrument 
in existence. The prosecution knew what the defence 
was and should be prepared to meet it. After he had 
closed his case he should certainly object to the prosecution 
calling rebutting evidence. 

The Chairman of the Bench (Mr. C. S. Smith) said that 
Mr. Tame had better proceed with his case in the ordinary 
way. The question of the validity of the by-law could be 
dealt with later. 

Mr. Tame then briefly opened his case. The Slaughter- 
house By-laws, he said, were made by the Town Council 
in June, 1921, approved by the Ministry of Health in the 
following month, and became operative on October Ist. 
The authority to make by-laws was conferred by the 
Public Health Act, and there was a section in the Town 
Improvements Clauses Act which enacted that from 
time to time local authorities should make by-laws for the 
licensing, registration and inspection of slaughterhouses 
and the prevention of cruelty therein. Even as far back 
as 1886 the Town Council carried out the intention of the 
Act by requiring that every person in the process of 
slaughtering animals should use such instruments and take 
such precautions as were requisite to secure the infliction 
of as little pain as practicable. The particular by-laws 
now in question were advertised in brief form and no 
objection was made to them to the Ministry of Health 
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prior to their final approval. The by-law which the 
defendants were alleged to have infringed, was as follows :— 
“A — shall not in a slaughterhouse proceed to 
slaughter any animal until the same shall have been 
effectively stunned, and such stunning shall be effected 
by a mechanically-operated instrument suitable and 
sufficient for the purpose.” Shortly after the by-law 
became operative it was noticed that certain butchers 
were not observing it, and as warnings were unheeded, 
it was decided to take proceedings. 

William G. Ilott, minute clerk in the service of the 
Corporation, gave formal evidence relative to the drafting 
and approval of the by-laws. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricketts, witness said that the 
as to make the by-laws was first discussed by the 

ublic Health Committee about two years ago. He was 
not aware of any protest by the butchers, but he could not 
say whether the notice advertising the Council’s intention 
to make the by-laws came to the knowledge of the trade. 
The by-law did not apply to Jewish butchers. He did 
not know that the Bradfield (Berks.) District Council 
had decided to recommend that the humane killer be used 
for cattle but not insisted upon in respect of sheep and pigs. 

Mr. Ricketts: Am I right in saying that the objection 
of the butchers in Reading is primarily to the use of the 
mechanical killer on small animals ? 

Witness: I believe so. 

Mr. Ricketts: Objection to its use on large animals 
has not been pressed ?—I think not. 

The objection is to its use on small animals—pigs, calves, 
and sheep ?—Yes. 

As the by-law stands, only a mechanical killer can be 
used in a slaughterhouse on any animal ?—Yes. 

Have you realised that for the purpose of a slaughter- 
house fowls are animals ?—They may be. 

To strictly comply with the by-law all fowls would have 
to be shot ?—Well, I have heard of fowls being shot. 

With a bullet —Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. Tame, the witness said that Mr. 
F. A. Cox, the President of the National Federation of 
Meat Traders’ Associations, was an alderman of Reading 
Town Council, and every member of that body received 
a draft of the by-laws. The matter, too, had been dis- 
cussed with the Reading Butchers’ Association in March, 
1920. 

James Dodd, Inspector of Nuisances and Meat Inspector, 
deposed that he interviewed Mr. Venner on one or two 
occasions and asked him whether he was going to observe 
the by-law. Mr. Venner replied in the negative, and on 
November 17th witness was present when Grant (Mr. 
Venner’s slaughterman) killed a pig by hauling it up by 
means of a chain attached to the hock and sticking it 
stunning. Witness told Mr. Venner 
what had happened, and he replied that the slaughterman 
had acted under his instructions. On the same date 
Mr. Rogers’ slaughterman, acting under his employer’s 
instructions, killed a pig in the same way. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricketts, witness said that Mr. 
Venner was a bacon curer in a large way of business, and 
the animals he killed in his slaughterhouse were entirely 

igs. Mr. Rogers was also a bacon curer. Roth had 
acon curing factories. 

Mr. Ricketts: When these by-laws were originally 
made did the Town Council consider the effect of the 
mechanical killing of animals from every point cf view ” 

Witness: I think so. 

Mr. Ricketts: Did they ever consider the question 
of its influence on the flesh of the pig for curing purposes ?—- 
I think they took those facts into consideration. 

As far as, you are concerned, have you been an advocate 
of the mechanical killer for some years ?—I cannot say 
that. 

Have you been in contact with the Royal Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals /—Only when they 
have visited me. I am not an active propagandist for 
the Society. 

Is there no difference between the flesh of a pig killed 
by a mechanical killer and that of a pig killed by the 
ordinary means of sticking ’—I won't go so far as that. 
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So you say that the mechanical killer is a superior 
instrument for killing pigs 7—I suggest so. 

Under any circumstances and having regard to all 
conditions ?——-I suggest so. 

So you say that the method of killing adopted by Mr. 
Venner and Mr. Rogers is cruel ?—I suggest so, in com- 
parison with the mechanical killer. 

Further cross-examined, witness said he thought hauling 
the pig by means of a chain attached to the hock was 
cruel, and he did not agree that killing it by the sticking 
process took only 30 seconds. He put the time at just 
under a minute. He did not know that there was meat 
being exposed for sale in the town which in other places 
would be condemned as unfit because of the use of the 
mechanical killer. 

Mr. Ricketts submitted for inspection two pieces of 
** mechanically-killed ” pork, and the witness said in 
respect of the first that he saw little wrong with it beyond 
a little blood down the chine, while as regards the second, 
he expressed the view that it was not “shot” at all; 
the pink tinge was merely what one would expect to find 
in a joint from a healthy, full-blooded pig. He thought 
both joints were fit for consumption, and were capable 
of being cured. As regards two carcases of pigs which 
had been brought to the court for inspection, witness 
maintained that their selling value was the same as if the 
blood splashes were not there, as the splashes were so 
easily removable. He had heard that some pigs killed 
in the Reading municipal slaughterhouse on or about 
November 20th had been condemned in the London 
market. He did not agree that the mechanical killers 
were dangerous. For the killing of such animals he 
suggested the use of the Greener“ Safeti” pistol. He ad- 
mitted that the pig was not an easy animal to shoot. 

Mr. Ricketts: Unless this instrument destroys some 
portion of the brain it does not produce insensibility ? 

Witness: I suggest it does. 

Mr. Ricketts: If it misses the brain it produces in- 
sensibility ?—Yes. 

I suggest that the pig’s head is so formed that if you 
carry out the directions and fire midway between the eyes 
you miss the brain altogether ?—I don’t think so. 

There is a slaughterhouse in Reading used by Jews, 
where animals are slaughtered in accordance with Jewish 
rites ?—Yes. 

Do you say that the Jewish cutting process is cruel ?— 
Horribly so. 

Mr. Tame objected to the question. 

Mr. Ricketts maintained that the question was quite a 
fair one in view of his contention that the by-law was 
partial in its application and therefore bad. 

Closely questioned as to the danger attending the use 
of mechanical killers, the witness said he had never heard 
of an accident in the case of pigs. He had heard of 
accidents to human beings, but had not witnessed any. 
He did not know that in one case a bullet, aimed at a sheep, 
missed and hit another sheep. 

Mr. Ricketts: Have you heard of a bullet passing through 
an animal and striking in the face a boy who was looking 
on? 

Witness: I should be happy to see him. 

Mr. Ricketts: Well, you shall. (Laughter.) The 
R.S.P.C.A. have not supplied you with a list of the accidents 
which have happened through the use of the mechanical 
killer, including those which have happened to their own 
inspectors ?—No. 

Further questioned, witness said he had never heard of 
a case in which lead had been found in the carcase of an 
animal shot with the humane killer, and he added that in 
the case of an ordinarily careful person the mechanical 
pistol was perfectly safe. He himself had shot bullocks 
with the R.S.P.C.A. killer and never required more than 
one shot. He had never known it to fail. He admitted 
that it was not practicable to kill a sucking pig with the 
humanekiller. He was not aware that the London County 
Council had refused to adopt the by-law. 

Re-examined by Mr. Tame, witness said that no one in 
Reading was now killing cattle other than by the humane 


methods. He had not found it necessary to condemn any 
meat in consequence of the use of the humane killer, nor 
had he had occasion to condemn any pigs killed by the 
humane killer. At first some of the slaughtermen were 
prejudiced against the mechanical killer, but now the 
majority of them did not remark upon it. 

Mr. Tame intimated that he did not propose to call any 
further evidence at that stage. 

Mr. Ricketts criticised the by-law under which the 
summonses had been issued as bad and repugnant to the 
laws of the land. The Corporation of Reading claimed 
the right to make the by-law because, they said, they were 
doing something to prevent cruelty in slaughterhouses, 
but he maintained that the by-law in its present form did 
not carry out that intention at all. They could only deal 
with the question of cruelty in a reasonable manner, and 
there was already ample provision for securing that the 
cruelty should be as little as practicable. If local 
authorities were to have the right to prescribe how animals 
were to be killed they would next be asking to take wider | 
powers—the power, for instance, to say that only certain 
animals were to be killed, or that in Reading only pigs 
of Berkshire breed should be slaughtered. If, in fact, 
having regard to all the circumstances, there was no 
cruelty in the methods of killing used by the defendants, 
the by-law was not a proper by-law at all. It was merely 
an endeavour, he suggested, to foist upon the occupiers 
of slaughterhouses the views of a certain society that aimed 
at animals being killed in a certain way without any regard 
at all to the effect on the interests of the trade. The 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act was quite strong 
enough to deal with the question of cruelty. The by-law 
was unworkable, extremely vague, and partial—partial 
inasmuch as it enabled onesection of the community—the 
Jews—to kill in one way, while the other section of the 
community were restricted to killing in another way. 
Why that differentiation ? The by-law, if it was good, 
must apply to the whole community without distinction. 
The by-law, moreover, interfered with the liberty of the 
subject, and that was an aspect of the question which 
required to be most carefully considered, for if it were 
found to be an unreasonable interference it could not 
possibly be made the subject of a by-law. As to the 
implements required to be used, they were, Mr. Ricketts 
proceeded, looked upon by the butcher trade as a positive 
danger, and he was in a position to call a mass of evidence 
as to accidents which had happened from time to time in 
consequence of their use. There was not a butcher who 
would not say that these implements were an absolute 
danger and menace to the persons engaged in the slaughter- 
house. If the by-law was an impossible one from an 
trader’s point of view, it must be deemed to be bad a 
round. Unless it could be carried out by everyone 
engaged in the slaughter of animals for food it was bad, 
and he had evidence to prove that in the case of pigs 
killed by the methods indicated by the by-law they were 
“shot” with blood, and in that condition it was quite 
impossible to utilise the flesh for bacon-curing oses. 
He submitted finally that the by-law was absolutely 
unworkable and could not stand. 

The first witness for the defence was George Arthur 
Gofton, F.R.C.V.S., Chief Veterinary Inspector to the 
Edinburgh Corporation, who, in answer to Mr. Ricketts, 
said there were public slaughterhouses in Edinburgh, but 
in none of them was the use of mechanical killers com- 
pulsory. They were, in that connection, pursuing the 
line of perfecting the bolt pistol as being the most satis- 
factory. At present, however, it was not effective, and 
was not recognised as such even by those who advocated 
the so-called humane slaughtering. He regarded the free 
bullet in a slaughterhouse as dangerous, and, in case of 
horses, he had known the bullet to pass right through the 
animal. The mechanical killers did not operate effectively, 
and he knew of no place in Scotland where their use was 
compulsory. Describing the effect of a bullet fired into 
a pig, the witness said that a considerable amount of 
hemorrhage always followed, and the meat value was not 
so good as when the animal was killed by the ordinary 
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method of sticking. A shot head was decidedly less 
valuable than a head which had been stuck. Pigs 
slaughtered by the mechanical killer retained the blood, 
and any meat which retained the blood was liable to 
earlier decomposition. Witness proceeded to describe 
his visits to bacon-curing factories in Denmark, and he 
said that the method of killing pigs there was much 
the same as that practised in this country ; no mechanical 
killers were used. He had seen in the -— of the 
court the carcases of pigs mechanically killed. They were 
splashed, and he thought that the person who tried to 
make bacon of them was asking for trouble. 

Replying to the Chairman of the Bench, witness said 
that the excess of blood retained by a pig that had been 
mechanically killed could be removed by artificial means, 
but it would be an operation for a scientist and not for a 
practical butcher. 

Brennan De Vine, F.R.C.V.8., Chief of the Veterinary 
Department of the Birmingham Corporation and Examiner 
in Meat Inspection for the Royal Sanitary Institute, who 
attended on subpwna, described the results of a demon- 
stration given at Birmingham in April last of the R.S8.P.C.A. 
methods of killing and of slaughtering by the ordinary 
methods. ‘The former revealed no improvement on the 
latter as regards the time taken to effect the slaughter 
of the animals, while post mortem examination showed 
that the flesh of such as were killed by the ordinary methods 
was in a better condition than that of those despatched by 
the mechanical killer. The carcases of pigs killed in the 
ordinary way were completely bled, well set, and were such 
as would keep well, but the animals which were shot were 
not so completely bled, the meat was of a rather dark 
colour, and for bacon-curing purposes was practically 
useless. From a humane point of view the shooting 
process had no advantage over the ordinary methods of 
slaughtering and from a trader’s point of view its effect 
was detrimental. He had inspected some meat in Reading 
which had been mechanically killed ; it had not been pro- 
perly bled and was not fit for curing. He did not know 
of any mechanical killer suitable for the slaughter of pigs. 

Replying to Mr. Tame, witness said he was not prepared 
to say there were not mechanical killers suitable for the 
killing of cattle. He had heard that there were bacon 
curers who shot their animals, but he had never experi- 
mented in that direction. ' 

Alfred Ernest Marsh, of Brierley Hill, Staffordshire, 
deposed that he killed 4,000 pigs a week, practically all for 
bacon purposes. The method of killing was that in use 
in Chicago. The pigs were caught upon a chain at the 
rate of about eight a minute and stuck. He knew of no 
bacon factories where they shot pigs. He had conducted 
experiments with the mechanical killers and the results 
were quite unsatisfactory. At his factory they employed 
the best bacteriologists in the world to ensure the making 
of pure wholesome food, and it had been found that they 
could not successfully cure meats to keep properly where 
they had an excess of serum content in the blood to deal 
with. He could not possibly run a bacon factory in 
one if he had to kill his pigs with the mechanical 

iller. 

Charles Moffatt, of 8S. Ward Ltd., Broad Street, Birming- 
ham, bacon curers, said he had experimented with 
mechanically killed pigs and the result was chaos—33} 
ry cent. of the hams were absolutely useless and 10 or 

5 per cent. were seconds, none of them good—most of 
the pigs were blood-splashed. It would be impossible, 
in his view, to cure exported bacon which had been 
mechanically killed. 

In answer to Mr. Tame, witness said he had never yet 
seen a clear carcase in the case of a shot pig. 

Mr. Ricketts intimated that he ot a large number 
of witnesses still to call, and at this stage the hearing was 
adjourned for a week.—Meat Trades Journal. 


The German Government has refused to adhere to the 
International Foot-and-Mouth Disease Institute in Buenos 


Ayres. 
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WHAT IS THE REASON? 


The report of a meeting of the Southern Counties 
Veterinary Society which was published in our 
last issue makes sorry reading. The Southern, 
unfortunately, is not an isolated instance of a 
Society whose meetings have become mere 
skeletons, and whose roll of membership is not 
being enlarged, or even maintained at the average 
level. It was anticipated that during the early 
post-war pericd there would be an_ increased 
activity in all the veterinary societies, and this 
anticipation has been realised in some instances, 
but in relatively few. What is the reason? Is 
the sparse attendance to be attributed to in- 
difference on the part of the members or to genuine 
inability to leave their work, or is it due to failure on 
the part of the officers of the Association to cater 
in a sufficient manner for the requirements of the 
members ? We are forced to the conclusion that 
all three factors play a part. There is, we are 
afraid, a very considerable indifference displayed 
by members of the profession for the welfare of the 
profession as distinct from the welfare of the in- 
dividual. This indifference is due in the majority 
of cases to a complete ignorance of the necessity 
for improved conditions for the profession as a 
whole in order that the individual may benefit. 
It is a fact worthy of remembrance that the 
election of members of Council is left in the hands 
of about five hundred members of the profession. 
We realise that in very many instances practitioners 
are unable to attend meetings of their Associations. 
At the present time a very large number are short- 
handed. As a result of the general business 
depression many practices cannot support more 
than the principal. In such cases, however, where 
practicable, surely practitioners can co-operate 
and so enable each other to have a few hours’ 
relaxation. 

We feel, however, that there are perhaps 
instances in which the programme of the Associa- 
tion does not appear to make it worth the practi- 
tioner’s while te render the necessary sacrifices of 
time and money to attend his Association meetings. 
Again, it is perhaps possible that sufficient oppor- 
tunity is not afforded young members of holding 
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office. A scrutiny of the list of office-holders in 
some districts conveys the impression that the 
post of president, which is, of course, the plum for 
which every member secretly hopes, is not suffi- 
ciently open to junior members. We know that 
the re-election of the president is frequently in the 
best interest of the Association. He is a man who 
has been tried and not found wanting, but, difficult 
as it often is to believe, there are as good fish in the 
sea as ever came out of it. 

It may be that, by a little effort in these general 
directions, members will be stimulated to show 
greater interest in their respective Associations, 


Dangerous Drugs. 


Order, dated tth January, 1922, made by the 
Secretary of State, approving certain Institutions fo 
the purpose of the Regulations made under the 
Dangerous Drugs Act, 1920 (authority for persons in 
charge of Laboratories attached to certain Institutions 
to use the drugs). 


In pursuance of the Dangerous Drugs Act, 1920, ] 
hereby approve the Institutions named in the Schedule 
wnnexed hereto for the purpose of the provision in 
No. 5 of the Regulations made under Section 3 and 
in No. 11 of the Regulations made under Section 7 
of the Act, which authorises any person in charge of 
a laboratory for purposes of research or instruction 
attached to an Institution approved by the Secretary 
of State to be in possession of the drugs to which 
the Act applied. 

This approval may be revoked at any time by the 
Secretary of State cither generally or in respect of any 
particular Iustitution included in the Schedule. 


SCHEDULE. 


The Royal Veterinary College, London. 
The Royal (Dick) Veterinary College, Edinburgh. 
The Glasgow Veterinary College. 
The Royal Veterinary College of Ireland, Dublin. 
This Order may be cited as the Dangerous Drugs 
(Approved Institutions) No. 1 Order, 1922. 
(Siqne!) K. Suorrr, 
One of His Majesty's Principal 
Secretaries of State. 
Home Office, Whitehall, 
Mth January, 1922. 


Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 
E.Lection or CounciL, JuNE, 1922. 
The following nominations have been received to 
date :-—- 


Anson, J., O. CHARNOCK BRADLEY. 
Sheffield. Sir Srewart STockMAN. 

BLENKINSOP, L. J., O. Cuarnock 
London. F. T. G. Hoppay. 


BRITTLEBANK, J. W., F. Hopkin. 
Manchester. J. SPRUELL. 
CoLEMAN, J. C., J. H. Carrer. 
Swindon. J. W. Britr_eBank. 
Howarop, P. J., J. F. Craia. 
Ennis. T. F. Spencer. 
Huauess, R., F. Hopkin. 
Oswestry. J. SPRUELL. 
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Abstracts and Reviews. 


Muktesar Laboratory Report. 


ADMINISTRATION. the course of his report, 


Mr. W. A. Pool, M.R.C.V.S., states: ** Mr. A. Leslie 
Sheather held charge of the office of Director and 
First Bacteriologist up to the L6th April, 1920, when 
he proceeded on leave to Europe. 

On the expiration of his leave he was placed on 
special duty for the purchase of laboratory apparatus. 
On the completion of this duty he resigned his appoint- 
ment and did not return to India. 

From the 17th April, 1920, I officiated as Director 
and First Bacteriologist during the year under report, 
in addition to my own duties as Offic jating Second 
Bacteriologist. 

The post t of Pathologist remained vacant throughout 
the year. 

Mr. T. M. Doyle, LC.V.D., employed at the 
Government Cattle Farm, Hissar, was appointed 
Veterinary Officer and commenced his duties on the 
7th November, 1920. 

Mr. T. M. Timoney was appointed by His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for India as Third Bacteriologist 
for the scheme to promote cattle-breeding and dairy- 
ing in India. He landed at Bombay on the 15th 
March and reported his arrival at Muktesar on the 
2ist March, 1921. 

Mr. D. Keiller, First Laboratory Assistant, Upper 
Grade, was granted one year’s combined. leave, with 
effect from the Ist December, and his work was 
distributed amongst the other two Laboratory 
Assistants, Upper Grade, in addition to their own 
duties. 

Mr. V. R. Phadke, Veterinary Deputy Superin- 
tendent for the inoculation of cattle belonging to 
military dairies, was transferred to the Bombay 
Veterinary College on the 23rd April, 1920. 

In consequence of the transfer of the work of 
inoculation of the cattle in military dairies to the 
Military Department with effect from the Ist of 
January, 1921, the vacancy caused by Mr. Phadke’s 
transfer was not filled up, and Mr. Vacha, the second 


A 
| 
| 
| 
q 
— 4 
| 
4 
‘a 
q 
a 
4 
q 
| 


42 THE VETERINARY RECORD — 


Veterinary Deputy Superintendent for this work, 
carried out the inoculation work till the 31st Decem- 
ber, 1920. 

Tours. In the second week of September, 1920, 
I proceeded to Simla for an interview with the Agricul- 
tural Adviser to the Government of India, and 
between the 13th and 16th October I saw him again 
at Bareilly. Between the 13th and 18th January, 
1921, and again between the 26th and 30th January, 
1921, I visited Delhi to see the Honourable Member 
and the Secretary for Revenue and Agriculture, and 
also inspected the serum preparation work at the 
Branch Laboratory, Bareilly. 

Between the 21st and 26th February, 1921, I again 
visited the Branch Laboratory to supervise the 
serum preparation work there. 

Between the 14th and 19th December, 1920, and 
again between the 19th and 25th March, 1921, Mr. 
Doyle visited Bareilly and supervised the serum 
preparation work at the Branch Laboratory. 

Thirty-five thousand maunds of hay can be taken 
as the maximum that can conveniently be obtained 
within a few miles of the laboratory in average years, 
and this is rather less than the minimum require- 
ments. If any excess is required and must be brought 
from further afield, the cost will be prohibitive. 

Thus, this laboratory may now be considered to 
have reached its maximum development with respect 
to the number of animals that can be accommodated 
for use in the preparation of serum and for research 
purposes. 

No difficulty was experienced in obtaining grain, 
but the increase in the cost of transport to Muktesar 
was considerable. 

More grain storage accommodation is required, 
as with the present facilities the laboratory lives 
practically from hand to mouth in this respect. 

The administration of the forests as in past years 
was carried on satisfactorily. 

Cultivation. A start was made at the end of the 
year to bring more land under cultivation. This is 
a branch of the farm duties to which more attention 
will have to be devoted in the future. 

The isolation of the laboratory from the sources 
of food supply has resulted in a great increase in the 
recurrent expenditure ; an increase far in excyss of 
that felt by similar institutions which are free from 
heavy transport expenses from railhead. 

Every maund of grain and fodder produced locally 
represents a reduction in expenditure, and though it 
is unlikely that the laboratory can become self- 
supporting in this respect, its aim should be to get 
as near to this goal as possible. 

Water supply. The additional staff for the upkeep 
of the new pumps and electric centrifuges was sanc- 
tioned and engaged during the year under report. 

On account of the armature of Pump No. 2 being 
burnt out during April, 1920, some difficulty was 
experienced in the water supply during April, May 
and June. 

For the following reasons full advantage of the 
new pumps and water supply cannot be taken :— 
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(1) Shortage of engine power. 
(2) Inadequate arrangements for the distribution 
of the water. 


(To be continued). 


Clinical and Case Reports. 


The Editor will be glad to receive from members and others 
contributions to this column of reports of interesting cases. 


Herniated Bowel, etc., after Hysterectomy. 
RECOVERY FOLLOWS REDUCTION. | 
By H. Cyriz P. Kine, M.R.C.V.S., Kennington. 


Subject._-A black retriever bitch, eight years old. 


Symptoms.-This animal, which was in very fat 
condition, was brought to our infirmary on Sunday, 
October 23rd, suffering from metritis. Abdomen 
greatly distended and a thick purulent vaginal 
discharge. The owner consenting, we operated the 
following day. 

Operation. Morphia gr. i. was given hypodermically 
and anesthesia completed by the administration 
of chloroform. 

The seat of operation being shaved, washed and 
disinfected, an incision about 3in. to din. long was 
made just to the left of the median line, all precautions 
being taken as regards asepsis. On account of the 
great distension of the uterus, the incision had to be 
enlarged. The organ and ovaries were then removed 
in the usual manner, a double ligature being put on 
both anterior extremities and the body of the uterus, 
the stump of which was painted with tr. iodi mitis 
(24 per cent.). The abdominal wall was sutured in 
two layers and the incision sealed with collodion. 


Course.—The bitch was doing exceedingly well, 
with no rise of temperature, and taking milk and 
Brand’s Extract, until eight days later, when, for 
some reason or other, the bitch “ got at’ the wound, 
the posterior part of which was already healed. She 
burst it open again, and a large mass, consisting of 
omentum and intestines, was protruding through the 
wound. As she seemed quite lively in spite of this, 
we decided to give her another chance. She was 
therefore ansthetised as before, the protruding 
mass was disinfected with warm eusol, and as much 
of the omentum as possible was removed after ligating 
the big vessels and the intestines were returned. 
The abdominal muscles, which were badly lacerated, 
were brought together by deep sutures. The skin 
wound, after being sutured, disinfected with eusol, 


dried and painted with tr. iodi was closed with 


collodion, a pad of cotton wool being kept in position 
by a bandage and an “apron” as before. The 
bitch went on extremely well and was discharged on 
November 18th, the wound being perfectly healed. 
Our only reason for recording the above is to show 
that good results may sometimes be obtained in cases 
which often appear hopeless. 
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Notes on.a few cases of Tetanus. 

By J. H. McCrea, M.R.C.V.S., Londonderry. 

At a time when the value of horses had increased 
considerably, I determined to give antitoxin treat- 
ment a fair trial in cases of tetanus, and I obtained 
very gratifying results; no less than 23 recoveries out 
of 27 cases treated. 

The broad principles in treatment were duly 
observed: the animals were kept in darkened boxes, 
were fed on sloppy food, and were given four ounces of 
magnesium sulphate by rectal injection twice daily. 
No other medicines were given. I feel perfectly con- 
vinced that without the serum the percentage of 
recoveries would have been much smaller. 

I append details of some of the cases: six of the 
animals to which these reports refer are at present 
working in this district. 

Case I.—Subject.—A bay horse, six years old. 
Stiff in hind quarters, but was walked in from the farm 
three miles away. 

Diagnosis.—-Tetanus in early stage. 

Treatment..-No_ serum at hand. Next day 
obtained a small quantity (rather stale) and injected 
it hypodermically. Wired for a supply of serum. 
This arrived four days after the horse was first seen. 
The case was now well developed, jaws locked, animal 
very stiff. Six thousand units of the serum were 
injected hypodermically, and three thousand on each 
of the next four days. As the animal then seemed 
to be getting no worse, | did not give any more serum. 
On the eighth day the horse appeared much better, 
and made an attempt at eating a raw turnip. From 
that time a gradual and uneventful recovery followed. 

Case II.—Subject.—A_ three-year-old Clydesdale 
filly. Owner called stating that he had a mare very 
bad with lockjaw. The condition had been noticed 
five days previously, and the animal had been walked 
seven miles to a veterinary surgeon, who diagnosed 
tetanus, and seven miles home again. I| told the owner 
that it was now too late to think of treating the case. 
Late at night the owner returned with the request 
that I would go out and destroy the animal. On 
arrival, I found that the case was very advanced, but 
as the animal was a very good one, I decided to put 
serum treatment to the test, and commenced by 
injecting 9,000 antitoxin units hypodermically. On 
each of the next two days I gave 6,000 units, and 9,000 
units on each of the two following days (39,000 units 
in all so far). Four days later the mare went down, 
but managed to get up again. She was evidently 
greatly excited, and I gave her 6,000 units intra- 
venously. On the next day a slight improvement 
was evident, and this continued until just a month 
from the onset of the disease the mare was back at 
work again. 

Case III.—Subject—A bay mare, aged, in foal. 
Had the appearance of a particularly bad case of 
tetanus. Mucous membranes highly injected. I 
gave 9,000 antitoxin units intravenously. On the 
next day I gave 3,000 units intravenously, and 6,000 
units hypodermically. On the day following I gave 
6,000 units intravenously and 3,000 units hypoder- 
mically, and these doses were repeated after an 


interval of two days. The mare recovered com- 
pletely, and had a healthy foal two months later. 

Case IV.—Subject.—A mild case. Light bay cart 
horse. Stiff. Well developed spasm of membrana 
nictitans when horse was excited. A single intra- 
venous injection of 6,000 antitoxin units was given, 
and the animal made an uneventful recovery. 

Case V.—Subject.—Brown lorry horse, 17 hands, 
high-tempered. Stiff. A fairly well developed case. 
On each of the first two days I injected 6,000 anti- 
toxin intravenously. On the third day I gave that 
number both intravenously and hypodermically. On 
the fourth day I halved the hypodermic dose, but on 
the fifth and sixth days I again gave 6,000 units both 
intravenously and hypodermically. On the seventh 
day the animal was so stiff that I had him put in 
slings. On the ninth day a slight improvement set 
in, and thereafter increased, until on the 20th morning 
he was walking about, having cleared himself from the 
slings. He made a complete recovery. 

Case VI.—Subject.—A bay colt, 3 years. Animal 
in field, tetanus well developed; walked to loose 
box with great difficulty. 6,000 antitoxin units were 
injected intravenously and 3,000 units hypoder- 
mically. On the second day I gave 3,000 units both 
hypodermically and intravenously, and repeated these 
two doses on the fourth day. The colt made a 
complete recovery and is now working daily. 

Case VII.—Subject-Bay horse, 7 years old, 
working on a farm. <A mild case. On the first two 
days I gave 6,000 antitoxin units hypodermically. 
The animal gradually improved and was back at work 
in the course of ten days. 

Case VIII. Subject.—Black three-year-old colt. 
Angleberry of near forearm tied with cord by owner. 
Animal became ill, and when seen eight days later 
tetanus was well developed. On the first two days 
I injected 6,000 units intravenously. On the third 
day I repeated the intravenous dose, and also gave 
3,000 units hypode:mically. On the fourth day I 
gave 3,000 units both intravenously and hypoder- 
mically. On the fifth and sixth days I gave 3,000 
units hypodermically only. On the seventh day the 
colt fell, and was thereforg slung. Prognosis was 
poor ; 3,000 units given intravenously. On the ninth 
day I could see signs of improvement, and a fortnight 
later recovery was complete. This case undoubtedly 
proves the efficacy of serum treatment. 

Case IX.—Subject.— Bay horse, aged,.farm worker. 
This was a well developed case; the animal was very 
stiff, the muscles of abdomen, back and sides were like 
a drum, resembling a case of peritonitis. On the 
first day I injected 9,000 units intravenously, and on 
each of the next two days 6,000 units, also intraven- 
ously. A week later the horse was put to work again. 

Case X.—Subject.--Black cart horse, at work on 
farm. A pronounced case of tetanus. On the first 
two days I injected 9,000 antitoxin units hypoder- 
mically, and on the third day I gave 3,000 units in the 
same way. The horse made a complete recovery in nine 
days, and a fortnight later I saw it with the cart in town. 

It is only right to add that Parke, Davis and Co.’s 
Antitetanus Serum was used throughout. 
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Association Reports. 


The National Veterinary Medical Association. 


A meeting of the Council of the National Veterinary 
Medical Association was held at 10 Red Lion Square, 
on Wednesday, October 5th, 1921, the following 
members being present :—Dr. O. Charnock Bradley 
(President), in the Chair, Major-General Sir L. J. 
Blenkinsop, Col. J. W. Brittlebank, Prof. J. F. Craig, 
Mr. W. R. Davis, Mr. F. W. Garnett, Mr. F. T. Harvey, 
Mr. J. W. McIntosh, Mr. Hugh A. MacCormack, Mr. 
F. G. Samson, Mr. P. J. Simpson, Sir Stewart Stock- 
man, Mr. F. W. Willett, Prof. G. H. Wooldridge, Mr. 
J. B. Buxton (Secretary) and Mr. George Thatcher 
(Solicitor). 

The minutes of the previous meeting having been 
published were taken as read and confirmed. 

Apologies for absence were announced from the 
following :~- -Messrs. J. 8. Lloyd, H. P. Hogben, J. H. 
Wright, A. W. Noel Pillers, A. Monro, E. Lyne Dixon, 
W. H. Brooke, F. L. Gooch, and J. Willett. 

The Secretary reported the following list of mem- 
bers who had assisted the Society by donations and 
by the presentation of copies of the Veterinary 
Record which were absent from the files of the 
Association 

Mr. A. Millar, of Bishop’s Stortford, gave £2 2s. 

Mr. R. Cockburn, Eastwood, Notts, returned 
refund of 16s. 6d. 

Mr. MacCormack made present of Veterinary 

Records. 

Mr. John Brown, of Invergordon, made present 
of Veterinary Records. 
Mr. Dyer, of Blackheath, made present of 

Veterinary Records. 

Mr. F. Bullock made present of Veterinary 

Records. 

On the motion of the President, the donors were 
cordially thanked for their gifts. 

The Secretary read a letter from Prof. Hobday, 
enclosing a programme of the annual meeting of the 
American Veterinary Medical Association. It was 
resolved that a cordial invitation be extended to any 
of the members of the A.V.M.A. who may be in 
England at the time to attend the annual meeting 
at Bath. 

A letter was received from Mr. W. Scott, of Bridg- 
water, concerning a recent prosecution by the 
R.S.P.C.A., and suggesting that that Society should 
consult the Association before instituting such pro- 
ceedings against one of its members. 

The Secretary was instructed to convey the opinion 
of the Council to the R.S.P.C.A. 

The Secretary reported having received a number 
of letters from Captain D. Erskine Tulloch, in reference 
to a correspondence with the Ministry of Pensions. 
Some months previously he (the Secretary) had sent 
the first letter to the President, who agreed it might 
be advisable to have the matter taken up with the 
Ministry of Pensions, and that was done. After 
writing three letters, the first two of which were 
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ignored, he had received the satisfactory reply that 
a further grant was to be made to the applicant. 

Since then a letter had been received from Captain 
Tulloch thanking the Association for what had been 
done. 

The Secretary read the following letter from 
Messrs. Trinder, Capron, Kekewich and Company 
to the Editor of the Veterinary Record :— 

2 Suffolk Lane, Cannon Street, 
London, E.C.4, 
September 28th, 1921. 
The Editor, Veterinary Record, 
12 Buckingham Palace Road, 8.W.1. 

Dear Sir,-We have been consulted by Sir John 
McFadyean with reference to statements which have 
recently appeared in your publication, and in particular 
with reference to the anonymous letter signed “ Pro- 
gress,” which appears in the issue of the 13th August 
last. We feel sure that on reflection you will realise 
that the statements contained in that letter, for the 
publication of which you are responsible, are not 
justified, and cast serious imputations upon the 
professional honour of Sir John McFadyean. 

We are instructed to ask that you will furnish us 
with the name and address of the writer of the letter, 
and that you will insert in your next issue an apology 
for having published such letter, the terms of such 
apology to be approved by ourselves on behalf of our 
client, and that you will in addition pay a sum to be 
agreed upon by way of damages, which sum Sir John 
will pay to some charitable institution connected 
with the profession. 

Our client is disinclined to institute proceedings for 
libel, but he feels that the letter constitutes a most 
unjustified and improper reflection upon him, the 
effects of which might be very serious and must be 
immediately corrected. Before actually instituting 
proceedings with this object, he desires to give you 
an opportunity of putting the matter right yourselves, 
and we should therefore be glad to hear from you 
that the request contained in this letter will be 
complied with. Upon hearing from you we will at 
once furnish you with the terms of the apology to 
be published.—Yours faithfully, 

TRINDER, CAPRON, KEKEWICH & Co. 

The Secretary: In connection with that letter | 
wish to make it quite clear at the outset that the 
insertion of the letter by “ Progress ’’ would not have 
occurred had I been available to have carried out the 
duty which I have undertaken for the ‘“ National.” 
Unfortunately, I was in the north of Scotland during 
those three days. The letter came in with others 
and was handled by the sub-editor, who—I am 
perfectly convinced, unswayed by any personal 
feelings—inserted it in complete ignorance. He did 
not realise that the letter was libellous; he did not 
realise it until I came up to town on the Monday 
morning and explained the position to him and the 
probable consequences of his action. I communicated 
with the President at once, and explained what had 
happened, and I explained my point of view. I also 
sent a similar explanation to Mr. Garnett when he 
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replied to this letter. I feel it is only right that | 
should make this statement, because I do not want 
the Council to be under the impression for one moment 
that there is any idea of this sort of thing being 
perpetrated wilfully. Had it been done wilfully, 
it would have been « breach of the undertaking which 
I gave in the early days of my acquisition of office, 
that under no circumstances would any personal 
attacks be permitted in the columns of our journal. 
I can only express my sincere grief that it has occurred. 

The Prestpent: The Editorial Committee felt 
that, instead of bringing forward any resolution or 
recommendation, I ought to make a_ statement 
expressing their feelings. I want to make the state- 
ment as dispassionately as possible. I think I need 
hardly say that 1 cannot conceive of anything that | 
would not have preferred to happen rather than the 
publication of the letter referred to. It is a letter 
that casts reflection upon the honourable character 
of one who has done more for the profession than any 
other living man, one whose name will live in the 
history of the profession. The letter from Sir John 
McFadyean’s solicitors contains three conditions. 
One is that we “insert an apology for having pub- 
lished such a letter, the terms of such apology to be 
approved by ourselves,” that is, by the solicitors, 
“on behalf of our client.” For myself—and I am 
now also speaking for the Editorial Committee—there 
is not the smallest doubt as to what procedure should 
be followed under that head. We must make the 
fullest and most ample apology we can consistent with 
the dignity of the Association. Then we are to pay 
a sum to be agreed upon by way of damages, which 
sum Sir John will pay to some charitable institution 
connected with the profession. On that point one 
can say nothing at the present moment, because we 
have no indication as to the amount which will be 
demanded in the way of damages. On that point 
we shall have to act in accordance with knowledge 
yet to be acquired. The point I reserve to the last 
is the most important of the three. One condition is 
that the name and the address of the writer of the 
letter should be furnished to the solicitors of Sir John 
McFadyean. To my mind that is a condition which 
is a stne qua non, and unless we comply with it, though 
we may be quite willing to comply with the other 
two conditions, I presume the action for libel will 
proceed. The Editorial Committee considered this 
point with a great amount of care, and did not feel 
inclined to make even a recommendation to this 
Council. The Council must consider the point with 
care and must come to their own decision. There 
are certain things, however, I must point out to them. 
I must point out that we are not compelled to disclose 
the name of the writer of any letter published in our 
periodical ; but we must remember that we are liable 
for the opinions expressed by correspondents. From 
a sentimental and individual point of view I suppose 
we should all be extremely loth, and probably, as 
individuals, would decline to disclose the name of 
the writer of this letter. As a Council, however, we 
are acting not as individuals, but on behalf of an 
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Association, the interests of which we have in trust, 
and it will be therefore for this Council to determine 
whether they will set aside any personal and individual 
repugnance to the disclosure of the name of the writer 
of the letter as being outweighed by the interests of 
the Association as a whole. I leave it to the Council 
at that. 

Mr. Garnetr: Can Sir John McFadyean compel 
us to disclose the name of this writer ? 

Mr. Tuatcuer: No. 

Mr. Garnett: Personally I think the name should 
be givenup. Unfortunately, we cannot help it. We 
know the circumstances under which it happened to 
get into our publication, and we are individually more 
or less responsible for what has happened. 1 think 
the man who wrote that letter, if he knew it was true 
or believed it was true, should take the responsibility, 
and we should be doing wrong, I think, if we screened 
him. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: I came here after a great 
deal of argument with myself, because as everybody 
knows I am associated in some way with the gentle- 
man who has been libelled. I can safely say I do 
not represent him here or even represent his ideas. 
I do not know what he has at the back of his head, and 
I have abstained from trying to find out. What 
decided me to come here really was that my absence 
might be misunderstood, and that this is a thing which 
might happen to any of us. — 1 want to say in the first 
place that I thoroughly accept everything Mr. Buxton 
has said, and whoever may blame him, | am prepared 
to defend him. Ido not believe for one moment he 
would have allowed this to happen had he been here. 
I think we should absolve him from any blame for the 
unfortunate accident. I do not know anything about 
the sub-editor, but I am quite willing to believe that 
he acted bona fide, though perhaps he lacked 
experience. As for the man who wrote that letter, 
I think he was deliberately bent on creating what is 
vulgarly called a “stench” in the profession, or let 
us say, an obnoxious atmosphere. A man who tries 
to create such an atmosphere in the profession is not 
to my mind entitled to our protection. He sent in 
this letter on his own, and we, in error, published it. 
I, for one, am not prepared to agree that we as an 
Association should sign an abject apology in the 
circumstances. I have in my mind, however, what 
would happen if it were my case, and, probably, if it 
were the case of snybody else here. If a letter like 
that was written of me, my animus Would not be 
against this As’ -iation, who can truthfully say that 
they published it in error and without malice. It 
would be against the man who wrote it, and I should 
want a very humble apology from him. — As a member 
of this Association I am not prepared to sign a 
humiliating apology such as I would exact if the name 
is not given up and this Association takes on the man’s 
responsibilities. I do not think the man is entitled 
to any such protection. I appreciate Mr. Buxton’s 
chivalrous feelings when he said, as Editor, he would 
not like to give this name up, but I do not think it is 
an editorial question. That should be the point of 
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view of this Association. I feel strongly that we are 
not damaging our honour in any way if we disclaim 
all connection with the writer of the letter and hand 
him over to defend his own case. 

Mr. GARNETT: | understand that we give an anony- 
mous writer no undertaking that we will withhold 
his name under any circumstances ? 

Mr. Tuatcouer: I have answered that question in 
the negative, that no such undertaking has been 
given. Itis a matter of etiquette more than anything 
else. 

Sir Stewart Stockman: My point is that it is 
beyond the Editor. It is not a matter of editorial 
etiquette, but a matter for this Council. If it is 
decided to give the name, I think we should make it 
quite clear that it is directly against the personal 
wishes of the Editor and give his reasons. 

The PrestpENT: I think as a matter of fact we are 
all absolutely agreed that the Editor is quite blameless, 
and I think we are also persuaded that the sub-editor 
sinned in innocence. 

Mr. Harvey: I take it that by disclosing the name 
of this marvellous writer we are not rendering our- 
selves liable for any action he might take ¢ 

Mr. TuarcuerR: So far as my knowledge of the 
subject is concerned, we are under no obligation to 
him, except, as [| have said, in the matter of sentiment 
and etiquette. I am speaking purely from the legal 
point of view. 

The Prestpent: It is the legal point of view we 
want. It has come to such a pass that we must 
regard it purely from a legal point of view. I gather 
that Sir Stewart Stockman is not in favour of an 
apology. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: I am not going to be a 
party to signing an abject apology to anybody under 
the circumstances, but if I were in the position of the 
injured person and the Association refused to disclose 
the name of the man, I would ask them to sign an 
abject apology. I am strongly against the signing 
of any abject apology for the Association. 

Col. BrirrteBANK: We cannot as an Association 
get out of making an apology. 

Sir Stewart Stockman: I agree, but we can make 
our own apology. 

The Prestpent: We can make our own apology for 
the insertion of the letter. We are not apologising 
for the matter of the letter. Perhaps I have been 
misunderstood. When I suggested that we should 
make an apology and a humble apology, I meant for 
the insertion of the letter. 

Mr. Tuatrcuer: Do not you disclaim the accusa- 
tions 

The Prestpent: Absolutely. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: But the other side desire 
to dictate the apology. 

Col. BrirrLeBANK : I do not see any loss of dignity 
to this Association in making the most abject apology. 

Mr. THatcHer : In the first place they say that an 
apology is to be given, “and that you will insert in 
the next issue an apology for having published such 
a letter, the terms of such apology to be approved 


by ourselves.” In the next paragraph they almost 
suggest they are to draft the apology. 

Sir Srewart Stockman : So I understood the letter 
from the legal firm. 

Mr. GARNETT: We draw an apology up and they 
approve of it. 

The Prestpent: They might not approve of it. 

Mr. THATCHER: The last part of the letter almost 
seems to suggest that they should write it up—“* Upon 
hearing from you we will at once furnish you with the 
terms of the apology to be published.” 

General BLENKINSOP: In connection with exposing 
the name of the writer, I quite agree with everything 
that has been said in connection with this letter, but 
I must say that for many years I have been against 
the publishing of anonymous correspondence. I know 
nothing about the writer of the letter, and I do not 
agree with the latter in any way, but I do think the 
Association must know what the result of publishing 
anonymous correspondence is and take the con- 
sequences. It should not allow correspondence to 
be put in anonymously. 

Sir Stewart Stockman: There is still another 
thing about it. People have mentioned things to me, 
and have even gone to the length of suggesting some- 
body who might have written that letter. There is a 
horribly obnoxious atmosphere. In connection with 
such things when they arise somebody may suggest 
that so-and-so did it, and so-and-so never gets an 
opportunity of denying it, and a most abominable 
atmosphere of suspicion is produced. Let the man 
come forward like a man. He wrote the letter and 
should not be afraid to own up. I am willing to 
propose that the name of the man should be given 
up. 
The PRestpENT: You propose that his name should 
be given up? 

Sir Stewart StockmMAN: I do, so as to put an end 
to these things. 

The Prestpent: I have a suggestion to make 
which may, perhaps, ease matters a little. Instead 
of entering into correspondence straightway, 1 would 
suggest that our Solicitor be asked to meet a 
representative of Messrs. Trinder, Capron, Kekewich 
and Company, and talk it over. 

Mr. Garnett: That is the best thing. 

Mr. TuatcHeR: Am I at liberty to give up this 
name, which I do not know myself yet ¢ 

The Prestment: If this Council so decides. 

Mr. TuHatcHEerR: May I speak as a member of the 
Council and not exactly as a solicitor? It seems to 
me that the best way of meeting this matter is at once 
to acknowledge ourselves in the wrong—we are in the 
wrong—and to give the explanation to the other side of 
how it comes to pass that we are in the wrong ; in fact, 
to meet them as far as possible by acceding to their 
own conditions. I propose to write at once on behalf 
of this Council to express their great regret and briefly 
to state the way in which the unfortunate mistake 
happened to be made. I will then suggest an inter- 
view at which terms should be discussed, and I am 
going to ask that Sir John McFadyean himself should 
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be present at that interview. I have the honour of his 
friendship. We have been associated together for a 
great many years, and no man felt this more than I did 
when I saw it. The absolute injustice and folly of it 
struck me—it was so silly. It seems to me that possibly 
an arrangement might be made as to the terms of the 
apology. It seems to me that if we go with a sort of open 
hand to them, it will considerably take the sting out of 
their side, and we shall be able to arrange better terms 
of apology than if we haggle over terms they them- 
selves propose. I think I should like to mention to the 
Council what I have already said to the President. 
If this case comes to an action, | am not going to defend 
it. I have been on such terms with Sir John 
McFadyean for so many years, we have worked 
together so harmoniously, and I have the very highest 
respect for him, that I certainly will not be one of the 
parties to promoting an action against him. You 
understand what I mean. I will do everything in my 
power to promote a friendly settlement of this matter, 
and for that reason I am willing to go as your repre- 
sentative and face his solicitors, and do the best I can. 
As to the legal part of the matter, I may say at once 
that it is a libel, and it comes under the legal terms of 
what I should call a gross and malicious libel, and it is 
an action for which this Association is responsible. 
Apart from the question of action or no action, as men, 
we have made a mistake, and the fair and manly way 
of meeting it is to say that we have made a mistake. 

Mr. McInrosu: I should like as a member of the 
Editorial Committee and as a member of this Associa- 
tion to dissociate myself entirely from the letter which 
appeared in the journal, and to express, as a member 
of the “ National,” the deepest regret that it has got 
into the pages of our journal. We all have the very 
greatest respect for Sir John’s opinions, whilst we 
may differ from him, and I think criticism is a very 
necessary thing and ought to be freely given. I have 
no sympathy with anonymous correspondents at any 
time. If they do not sign their names, they should 
have no sympathy shown to them at all. I am 
inclined to agree with Sir Stewart Stockman that we 
should have no hesitation in disclosing the name of 
the writer—which I do not know--in the terms of the 
conditions demanded. If we hold back and attempt 
to make a bargain without disclosing the name, it 
rather shows that we are condoning his action to a 
certain extent. I think that, while many of us dislike 
very much disclosing a name received in confidence, 
still we have the conditions which Sir John gives’ on 
the one side and the interests of the individual on the 
other, and I think there is no comparison. We 
should unreservedly agree to the disclosure of the 
name. 

Col. BrirrLeBANK: I thank Mr. Thatcher for the 
advice he has given us. Is it one of the conditions 
that he is authorised to give this name if required at 
this interview ? 

Sir Srewarr Stockman: Yes, subject to certain 
conditions. 

Col. BritTLEBANK: However much I may feel 
resentful towards the individual who wrote this letter, 
I do not think we can in any way absolve ourselves 
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from our responsibility by giving his name. I am 
very sorry to have to come to this conclusion. It is 
a most objectionable, dastardly and low down method 
of attack, particularly against an individual of Sir 
John’s outstanding position in the profession, but 
it is implied, and it is a matter, I believe, of very strict 
etiquette in journalism, that the name should not be 
disclosed, but that the whole of the responsibility for 
publication should be taken by the journal that 
publishes a letter of such an objectionable character. 
I am very sorry to have to come to that conclusion. 
I am prepared to make the most abject apology that 
it is possible for any self-respecting body to make, but 
I cannot agree that the name of the individual who 
wrote the letter should be disclosed. 

Mr. Garnett: I take it that if we do not disclose 
the name we shall have an action, whatever our 
apology might be. 

Sir Stewart StockMaNn: We all agree that this is a 
question for the Council—-it is not an editorial matter. 
It is the profession’s journal. I can understand Mr. 
Buxton, as Editor, taking that point, but I cannot 
understand this Council taking it. 

General BLENKINSOP: My opinion is in entire 
agreement with Col. Brittlebank’s. You have made 
a mistake in publishing this letter, and you have 
allowed anonymous correspondence to be published in 
your journal, and I do not think in the etiquette of 
journalism the name should be published when an 
anonymous letter has been accepted. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: It was not accepted ; it 
simply slipped in. 

Mr. TuatcHeR: We must apologise. There is no 
mistake about that. 

The Prestpent: We have a distinct proposition 
before us: that we disclose the name of the writer 
of the letter. Do 1 understand that you make an 
amendment ?¢ 

Col. BrirrLEBANK: No, I am in the negative. 

The Prestpent: I will now put the proposition 
that we disclose the name of the writer. 

On the motion being put, 7 voted for and 5 against. 

Mr. THarcuER: One thing they ask for—-and it is 
quite right--is that the matter should be put right 
at once. All the time this thing in uncontradicted 
there is a libel. It should be dealt with immediately. 

Col. BrirtLeBANK: I think the apology should be 
made as soon as possible. I will suggest that the 
President and Secretary confer with Mr. Thatcher to 
make the apology in agreement with the solicitors 
without delay, in order that an immediate disclaimer 
should be made by this Association. 

Mr. Garnett: We might leave it to the Solici itor, 
the President and the Secretary, if the apology and the 
amount are reasonable in their opinion, to conclude 
the matter. 

The PrestpENT: You are putting a great amount 
of responsibility upon three people. 

Mr. Garnett: Yes, and I have every confidence 
in those three people that they will carry it out 
satisfactorily. I propose that we leave it definitely 
with the President, the Secretary and the Solicitor, 
and that this Council confirms their action. 
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Mr. MacCormack: I beg to second that. 
The motion was carried nem. con. 


The Prestpent: I do not think there is anything | 


further on this letter, unless there are any further 
instructions the Solicitor requires. 

Mr. Tuatcuer: I think I have sufficient instrue- 
tions. 

The Presipent: To test the feeling of the Council 
l am going to suggest that it be resolved that no 
anonyinous correspondence be received for insertion 
in the journal. 

The motion was carried unanimously.’ 


ELECTION OF A PROVISIONAL COMMITTEE. 


The Council then considered the election of a Pro- 
visional Committee for the Bath meeting, and the 
following were ultimately elected -Mr. J. R. Baxter, 
Mr. J. ©. Coleman, Mr. F. W. H. Cundell, Captain 
A. C. Dunean, Mr. J. R. Hewer, Major E. Seldon, Mr. 
G. H. Williams, Mr. G. H. Livesey, Mr. G. P. Male, 
Mr. K. W. Baker, Mr. A. C. Wild, Mr. J. T. Angwin, 
Mr. J. W. McIntosh, Mr. W. B. Nelder, Mr. F. T. 
Harvey, Mr. K. J. Thorburn, Mr. J. Dunstan, Mr. 
W. N. Wright, Mr. W. P. Stableforth, Mr. F. Tonar 
Mr. W. Ascott, Mr. J. J. Aveston (Bath), Mr. R. Porch 
(Bristo!), Mr. A. S. Adams (Dursley), Mr. D. G. Davies 
(Swan-ea), Mr. W. A. Welch, Mr. W. S. Stevens, Mr. 
P. J. Mullane (Cardiff), Mr. A. G. Saunders, and Mr. 
F. L. Haydon. 

The President said it would have to be pointed out 
to the local secretary that when he called a meeting 
of the Provisional Committee he should call the 
members of the Council as well, as they were ipso 
facto members of the Committee. 


RESOLUTION FROM THR ROYAL Countigs Division. 


The Secretary read the following resolution from 
the Royal Counties Division: “ That this Association 
deprecates Sir John McFadyean’s method of approach- 
ing stockholders direct with his serums, vaccines, ete., 
and suggests that an appeal be made to the Council 
of the Royal College to give it their consideration and 
take action to prevent a recurrence.” 

The Prestpent: The phraseology is not very 
precise. 

Prof. Wootpripce: I| suggest that it lie on the 
table and I suggest it mainly for this reason. Apart 
from the substance of the resolution, a similar matter 
to this was brought before the National on a previous 
occasion, and attention was drawn to it, and it resulted 
only in the resignation of Sir John McFadyean from 
the National, It was a precisely similar matter. 
There is no earthly use in beating a dead horse. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: Probably there is nobody 
who unlerstands this question better than I do, 
because I have had to handle it officially. I have 
had to do the very things which this resolution seems 
to condemn, and I see nothing wrong in doing them— 
in fact, | think the resolution is the result of a short- 
sighted policy. If you want new vaccines or sera 
tried—and they must be tried widely before being 
put into practice—it is impossible to do so without 
the direct co-operation of stockowners. For instance, 


the Abortion Vaccine was introduced and vulgarised 
in this way. To me, who designed it, as it were, it 
has never brought a penny, but since its use was 
vulgarised in the way stated, it has brought in a very 
large amount of money to practitioners, and it has 
introduced them into practice and consultation 
regarding abortion, which before the introduction of 
the vaccine they were practically never consulted 
about. 

Some practitioners have from time to time asked to 
be allowed to buy the vaccine, with a view to re-selling 
it at a profit. 1 could not however officially 
prepare a vaccine or anything of the kind for the 
benefit of the veterinary profession, but I can with 
the full approval of my Department design and 
vulgarise the use of anything which is likely to be of 
benefit to stockowners. 

Taking the case of the Royal Veterinary College : 
it is not doing these things simply on its own; it is 
doing them with funds supplied by Government for 
research for the benefit of agriculture. The College 
is practically in the samé position as myself, and | 
take it that the result of the researches will probably 
in the end be the same as regards the extension of 
veterinary practice. 

If this sort of restriction is going to be put on 
research workers, it will be impossible for anyone 
to do this kind of work properly. I am quite sure 
my Department, for example, would say that it would 
not be bound by any restriction of the kind. That, 
however, is not the whole point of this discussion. 

Instead of leaving the letter on the table, I think we 
should give an indication to the Societies that we do 
not want the National to be embroiled in these sort 
of things. There is no reason why they should not 
pass resolutions, if they desire to do so, but I do not see 
why they should send them to the National with what is 
practically a request that the National should bring 
the matter before the Registration Committee of the 
College. 

I think we should write a well-reasoned note to the 
Society that sent this up, informing them that if they 
think such a resolution should be sent to the Registra - 
tion Committee, the Society should do it itself ; in fact, 
that they should not tack on to any resolution what 
the National is to do with it. 

Mr. Garnett: I do not think we can take any 
action on that letter, because there are no facts to 
substantiate it in any shape or form. 

Col. BrirrLeBaNnk : Before those of us here who 
are members of the Council of the Royal College can 
discuss this, we should know what has to be done, 
whether it is proposed to send it to the Royal College. 
If not, we are at liberty to discuss it. It is an 
extraordinary difficult position if we are going to 
discuss a thing like this on the Council of the National, 
and then have a resolution of this sort sent on again 
to the Registration Committee for re-discussion and 
re-judgment there. Personally, 1 deprecate very 
much this Association sending resolutions anywhere, 
I was going to say, but that is difficult to carry out. 
In theory, however, this Association should become 
strong enough to act for itself, and it should become 
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a very powerful Association without the disciplinary 
power of the Royal College. 1 disagree with Sir 
Stewart Stockman that Divisions should send 
resolutions direct to the Registration Committee, 
because they are only offsprings of the parent body. 

Sir Stewart Srockman: That is not what I said. 
I suggested that they should not send resolutions 
coupled with other resolutions as to what should be 
done with them, and if they want resolutions for- 
warded elsewhere, they should do it themselves, and 
not through the National Association. 

Col. BRITTLEBANK : [ suggest that this is the correct 
place to send their resolutions if they want to send 
them, but I object to being asked to forward them 
anywhere. I think all the Divisions should 
definitely understand that resolutions may be sub- 
mitted to the Council of this Association, but the 
Council does not want any instructions as to what 
they are to do with them. Personally, | have never 
vet clearly understood what it is that is urged against 
Sir John McFadyean. 

The Presipent: The proposition before us is that 
this resolution be allowed to lie on the table. 

Mr. McIntosu: I spoke on the subject of the 
resolution at the last meeting of the Royal Counties, 
and I felt, as a member of the professioa, that we had 
a certain responsibility imposed upon us when the 
resolution was brought forward, and that we had no 
alternative but to face the responsibility, no matter 
how unpleasant it might seem to us. If this Council 


is going to treat resolutions which come from a Society ° 


such as the Royal or any other Society by allowing 
them to lie on the table, without any discussion at all, 
it will do a very serious inj ustice to its members. You 
are perfectly entitled to say whether you accept the 
resolution, or express dn opinion upon it, but to allow 
it to lie on the table without any discussion at all is 
not going to promote that interest which I think we 
ought to have. 

Col. BrirrLeBank: I agree. 

Mr. McInrosu: The resolution itself does not 
affect me, and I have all along endeavoured to express 
my opinion fearlessly, and even perhaps sometimes 
to my own personal discomfort. I cannot see that 
the wholesale gratuitous distribution of any vaccine 
to the lay public is an advantage to the profession. 
The Ministry of Agriculture or the Government claim 
the right, but I do not think, even if the Ministry of 
Agric vulture suggests it, there is any reason w hy we 
should consider that it overrides the bye-laws and 
interests of this body. We should express our 
opinion quite fearlessly and say that we do not approve 
of it. It is only to that extent that 1 feel justified 
in supporting the resolution that we do not approve 
of the wholesale gratuitous distribution of any 
vaccine, no matter from whom it comes. If you do 
that, is there anything to prevent an ordinary member 
of the profession allowing a vaccine of his own pre- 
paration to be sent out to the public free of charge, 
asking them to experiment with it ? 


Mr. Garnett: No one ever does it. 
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Mr. McInvosu: If anybody chooses to do it you 
cannot say a word. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: The point is that when 
a vaccine is sent out for trial in this way it is not 
charged for, and nobody is trying to make money 
out of it. 

Mr. McInrosu: Why should we give it to any 
Society free of charge? We are quite prepared to 
pay for it. I cannot think it is going to do the 
profession any good, or that it is going to suppress 
abortion or anything else, by passing it on to lay 
individuals. 

Sir Srewart Stockman: Take a public institution 
or a local authority : they cannot put out something 
for the benefit of the veterinary profession. The 
Ministry of Agriculture, for example, is for the 
benefit of the agriculturist, and anything produced 
by the Ministry is theoretically for the agricultural 
population. But, by diplomatic working, I am 
perfectly certain there is not a single layman who 
gets this stuff—-as a matter of fact, it generally goes 
to the owners’ veterinary surgeons, who inject the 
material and get paid for doing so by owners. 

Mr. McIntrosn: They do. 

Sir Srewarr Srockman: The Royal Counties 
Division may say it is up to institutions to court 
the favour of veterinary surgeons for their custom. 
But institutions could not refuse to supply farmers, if 
they were to demand it seriously, except in the case 
of a dangerous drug. I might be asked any day to 
supply material to farmers, if this idea is pressed, and 
it would be no answer to reply that the veterinary 
profession objects owing to trade unionism. The 
Association is trying to force something which is 
impossible on certain members of the profession and 
on the public. It would, I agree, be a very nice 
thing to have the monopoly of all this sort of thing, 
but if we insist on it we are only cutting our own 
throats. The miners tried it, and we all know the 
result. I think we should leave these things as much 
as possible to diplomacy, without passing hard and 
fast rules. Moreover, it is absurd, since all veterinary 
surgeons sell medicines to be given by owners to their 
animals. 

Col. Brirr.LeBank: I entirely agree with Mr. 
McIntosh in so far as he says that this communication 
should not be left to lie on the table. — It is discourt- 
eous to the Division that submits it, and it does nothing 
to give any Division confidence in obtairing advice 
from the governing body of the National: but if we 
are going to have a full dress debate on this particular 
question, I should like to ask whether anybody is in 
possession of full information as to what the charge is, 
and whether all these vaccines and serums are supplied 
indiscriminately to the public. Personally, I have 
heard a good deal about this, and I have seen the 
extract in a certain journal, but it conveys very little 
to my mind. If somebody could tell me exactly 
what the offence is, and that the veterinary surgeon 
has nothing to do with the administration of these 
preparations, then the case is different. I take it 
that these preparations are submitted largely for 
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trial, but that the whole administration is in the 
hands of the veterinary profession. 


Mr. McInrosu : It is not. 


Mr. Garnetr: I have never heard of anyone who 
could produce the evidence. 


The PresipEnt: Personally, I confess ignorance as 
to the exact terms of the charge. A certain amount 
of literature has been put in my hands, but from what 
I could gather there is no real charge that can be based 
upon that literature. I should like, if the resolution 
is to be any further discussed, that it should be 
properly discussed, that we should have all the 
circumstances before us and all the facts. As it is, 
I do not think that any of us around this table, if we 
were strangers, would be able to gather upon what that 
resolution was based. 


Sir Stewart Stockman: If the profession feels 
really strongly about the distribution of vaccines by 
firms and institutions—and I retain my own ideas 
about it—is not the place to discuss it at the next 
general meeting of the National Society, when it can 
be laid before all the members of the profession as 
a body? I have seen a great deal of writing on it, 
and I confess that I do not quite know the objections. 
It is important to know the facts, and I am perfectly 
certain the profession will be benefitted by hearing 
all the circumstances. Personally, I would be willing 
to state the whole position so far as I am concerned. 
I have to meet these things officially, and I claim 
knowledge of the subject. 


Col. BrirrteBank: I think it is about time we 
dealt with the whole situation. Personally, I am 
very nearly as ignorant as I was when I originally 
heard these statements made. We have heard little 
or nothing of them in my part of the country. In 
fairness to the Division, and probably in fairness to the 
other people who are distributing or who are said to be 
distributing the preparations, this Council now ought 
to appoint a committee to investigate and report 
upon the whole question which is now before it raised 
by the resolution of the Royal Counties. Either they 
definitely decide there is nothing in it, or we shall have 
some evidence to support the resolution which they 
have sent, and we can then decide what action, if any, 
is necessary. I formally move that a small. 
be appointed to investigate and report. 

Sir Srewart Stockman : How would they proceed ? 
Would they take evidenee ? 


Col. BrirTLEBANK: Ask the people who make the 
statement to bring their evidence. The terms of 
reference should be wide. There is a wide principle 
involved. . There is a great deal of discussion going 
on in the profession, particularly in the country 
districts, and it is surely better that they should 
understand the position than that they should go on 
suspecting that we are hiding something or are afraid 
of something. 

Sir Stewart Stockman: Would not it be better 
to have it out in open debate ? 


General BLENKINSOP: I was at a meeting at 
Bridgwater the other day when this subject was 
brought up, and the feeling there was very strong. 
It was a meeting of country practitioners, and I was 
much surprised at the amount of feeling that was 
shown over this question. It was postponed to be 
discussed at their next meeting. Mr. Coleman sent 
me the Friesian Journal, and he asked me to go to a 
meeting where they were going to discuss it. I told 
him I could not go, and said I hoped they would discuss 
the matter, and that was reported in the paper as if I 
was in favour of it, which was not true. It would be 
advisable to have the matter cleared up definitely. 


Mr. Garnett: I do not wish any of the Royal 
Courties members to think I have not given it proper 
consideration. A bolder statement of nothing I never 
saw passed by any Association, and to ask this Council 
or anybody else to support such a thing without 
producing evidence is simply courting trouble, in my 
opinion. I think we might ask them to submit to us 
all the facts upon which that resolution is based. I 
have read the papers, and I cannot make head or tail 
of the matter, because not one man I have seen or 
heard of has suggested that this material has been 
sent to individual farmers. 


Mr. Davies: In several instances men have applied 
for it, and it has always been sent to the veterinary 
surgeons in my experience. 


be continued). 


Notes and News. 


Waken Up.” 


Commenting, in its current issue, upon the recent 
remarkable increase in the membership of the British 
Medical Association as revealed in the report of the 
Financial Secretary of the Propaganda Sub-Com- 
mittee, the Veterinary Journal, under the above 
heading, remarks :-— 


“Our National Veterinary Association and _ its 
official Journal ought to be as well supported, propor- 
tionately, as is the British Medical Association, and 
it will be, too, when once the profession has shaken 
off its apathy. It is entirely our own fault in this, 
as in other matters, that it is not so, and very often 
the members of our profession who do the least for 
their fellow-men make the most complaint. 


The remedy lies with ourselves, and if we will but 
act up to our motto, ‘ Vis Unita Fortior,’ and each 
‘waken up’ and put his shoulder to the wheel, we 
cannot possibly fail to command, every one of us, 
an income and a social position worthy of a learned 
profession.” 


The recommendation is most heartily seconded, 
and now awaits universal support. 
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Two Liverpool investigators claim to have dis- 
covered a process which, by the use of ultra-violet 
rays, will make it possible to destroy the anthrax 
germ in wool, hides, and other articles. It is stated 
further that a warehouse containing these articles 
can be sterilised effectually in a very short time and 
at a low cost by means of the quartz-inercury-vapour 
lamp. 


R.8.1. Meat Inspection Examination. 


At an examination for Inspectors of Meat and other 
Foods held at London on December 16th and 17th, 1921, 
37 candidates presented themselves. 

The following 14 candidates were awarded certificates : 
Baskett, Reginald Arthur, E. Ham; Burrell, Leslie 
Walter, Shepherd’s Bush; Carter, Louis Alfred Latimer, 
D.S.O., Capt., R.A.S.C.; Crossby, William Ernest, M.C., 
Capt., R.A.S.C., London; Grabham, Charles Augustus, 
Isleworth ; Henson, Hugh Arnold, Capt., R.A.S.C ; 
Martin, Charles Robert Arthur, High Wycombe ; Moore, 
Herbert, Clapham; Reeves, Reginald Alfred, Reading ; 
Richards, Henry George, Buckhurst Hill; Robinson, 
Lewis George, Capt., R.A.S.C., London; Smith, Arthur 
Russell, M.C., Capt., R.A.S.C., Stroud ; Walker, Granville, 
Leytonstone ; Wright, Godfrey Tarbet, Capt., R.A.S.C.. 
Tidworth.—E. Warre Deputy Registrar. 


Obituary. 
Mr. H. A. MacCormMack. 


It is with the deepest regret that we have to announce 
the death of Mr. H. A. MacCormack, M.R.C.V.S., the 
popular Secretary of the Central Veterinary Society, on 
the 13th instant, at his residence, 122 St. George’s Avenue, 
Tufnell Park, N.7. 

The funeral will take place on Saturday, 21st, at 10-15, 
Finchley Cemetery (Islington portion). 


Mr. Hueu Kipp. 


Mr. Hugh Kidd, F.R.C.V.S., late of Exmouth, South 
Devon, died at Dumfries on the 6th of January. About 
two years ago he had to relinquish his practice at Exmouth 
on account of failing health. Since 5th October last 
he had been confined to bed. 

He was a native of Kilwinning, Ayrshire, graduated 
at Glasgow on 17th April, 1871, and as a Fellow on 25th 
November, 1885. For some years he was a member of 
Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
and was Vice-President in 1896. 

After qualifying, he commenced practice in Inverness. 
Subsequently he practised in various parts of England, 
including Boston, Lines., Hungerford, Accrington, Melton 
Mowbray and Exmouth. 

His wife predeceased him about 18 months ago, and he 
is survived by one son and two daughters. 


Mr. W. A. WELCH. 


Widespread regret will be felt, says the Bath Herald. 
at the death of Mr. William Alfred Welch, the well-known 
veterinary surgeon, of 6 Lime Grove, Pulteney Road, 
which occurred on January 10th. Mr. Welch had had 
internal trouble for some years past, but his death has 
come as a great shock. 

Mr. Welch, who was 53 years of age, and had been 
married 26 years, leaves a widow and three children, a 
daughter and two sons. One of his sons, having success- 
fully passed through Sandhurst, joined the Highland 
Light Infantry, and proceeded to Palestine last March. 

Mr. Welch had been a veterinary surgeon since he was 
21, and few were better known in the neighbourhood of 


Bath. His was a familiar figure at agricultural shows, 
and held many important appointments. He was veterin- 
ary surgeon to the Bath Races and Bath Horse Show. 
At the last visit of the Bath and West to Bath he was the 
veterinary surgeon for the show, and he has frequently 
been the judge of shoeing at the Bath and West. He was 
the judge of shoeing at Bristol last year, and had been 
elected to judge again at the Plymouth Show this year. 
In 1915 he was appointed one of the judges at the Royal 
Cornwall Agricultural Association’s show at Camborne— 
a signal mark of appreciation. Mr. Welch, who always 
practised at 57 Walcot Street, was frequently called in 
as an expert witness in the police and county court. For 
many years he was veterinary inspector to the Corpora- 
tion, an office which eventually was given in turn to local 
members of the profession. In addition, Mr. Welch, 
after the abolition of Miss Haigh’s Dogs’ Home, provided 
kennels for stray dogs. He was also associated with the 
old Bath and County Harriers, and used to hunt a good 
deal. During the war he was associated with the veterin- 
ary work connected with the Army Remount department: 

A prominent Freemason, the deceased was W.M. of the 
Royal Cumberland Lodge, No. 41, in 1903. He also held 
provincial rank, being appointed Provincial Junior Grand 
Warden of Somerset in 1909. Although a very ardent 
sportsman some years ago, he has not been closely asso- 
ciated with any form of athletic exercise of late. Besides 
being a football enthusiast, he once played a good game 
at cricket, being an excellent fast bowler. Years ago he 
was a regular member of the Bath Association Cricket 
Club’s first eleven. There are two brothers, Major H. C. 
Welch, and Dr. C. Herbert Welch. 


Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 
OBITUARY. 


CARTWRIGHT, Charles, 40 Taswell Road, Southsea. 
Graduated London, Ist May, 1856. Died 4th January, 
1922. Aged 87. 

Krrenin, G. H., 56 Worship Street, Finsbury, E.C.2. 
Graduated 14th December, 1897. Died 9th January, 
1922. Aged 47. 

MacCormack, H. A., 122 St. George’s Avenue, Tufnell 
Park, N.7. Graduated 18th December, 1886. Died 
13th January, 1922. 

Wetcu, W. A., Walcot Street, Bath. Graduated London, 
l7th May, 1889. Died 10th January, 1922. Aged 52. 


Correspondence. 


Letters to the Editor should reach the Office not later than by the 
first post on Tuesday murning for insertion in following Saturday's issue 

All correspondence must bear the name and address of the con- 
tributor for publication. 

The Editor does not hold himself responsible for the opinions of 


his correspondents. 


A Canine Probiem. 


Sir,—I find myself accused by Mr. Mayall (Veterinary 
Record, January 7th) of unfairness and dogmatism, and 
denounced for giving opinions to which no allusion can be 
found in text books. In reading through my letter again 
I have failed to find anything which could be described 
as “unfair” or even ‘‘ dogmatic,” unless the non- 
acceptance of another man’s views could be so construed. 
The problem as first raised by Mr. Duncan appealed to 
me as interesting; Mr. Lancaster gave his opinion, and 
eventually I gave mine. 

I had always understood, and still believe, that the 
columns of the Veterinary Record are open for the healthy 
discussion of matters professional ; and it seems a pity 
that because I take advantage of such facilities, another 
member, whose views do not coincide with mine, should 
think fit to indulge in personal diatribes. Mr. Mayall 
admits that he was not so much concerned with the 
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diagnosis of the disease under discussion, as he was in 
endeavouring to show that I was unfair, and my views 
unsubstantiated by text books. However, as I stated 
in my first letter, and emphasise again in this, these views 
were based on personal clinical observation without 
reference to books, and I presume it is no crime to depart 
from the beaten track. 

Seeming to contradict my statement that oral lesions 
are diagnostic and characteristic of Stuttgart disease, 
Mr. Mayall says that many of the cases he treated died 
before such lesions had time to manifest themselves. 
Quite so. It was in view of this well-known possible 
contingency that I was tempted to ask Mr. Lancaster 
whether his numerous cases which recovered without 
showing lingual necrosis could not in fact have been 
distemper. There is sometimes no hard and fast line to 
be drawn between the two diseases unless the most 
characteristic distinguishing features become apparent ; 
thus I may perhaps be excused for advancing the query. 

Since my statements have been said to lack any 
authoritative support, I have consulted two works, and 
may quote the following authorities :-— 

ORAL LESIONS.—Sir John M’ Fadyean (Lectures 
on Pathology):—‘‘In an animal dead of Stuttgart, 
you find ulcers where necrotic sloughs have come away 
round the tip of the tongue. Similarly the gums and lips 
may show ulcers. Diagnosis absolutely confirmed when 
necrotic patches found on tongue.” 

Friedberger and Frohner:—‘‘ The tongue lies in the 
mouth motionless and without sensation, shrivelled and 
dry, dotted with ulcers, and sometimes gangrenous.” 

Gray :—‘‘ In the peracute form, if the animal lingers 
two or three days, the mucous membrane on inside of 
cheeks and lips and even the free portion of 
tongue may become gangrenous.”” In the acute form, 
“in a very large number of cases the mouth becomes offen- 
sive from the gangrenous ulceration of the buceal and, 
gingival mucous membranes, &c.”” In subacute form 
at ultimately followed by gangrenous ulceration 
of the checks and gums, and rarely of the tongue.” In 
the mild form, “ the majority of cases show in a few days a 
slight gangrenous ulceration of the buccal mucous mem- 


Friedberger and Frohner:—* The urinary secretion is 
diminished and often suppressed.” No allusion whatever 
to distension of bladder. 

Gray :—Peracute form: “the animal rarely urinates, 
and this is explained by the repeated vomiting, as very 
little fluid gains an entrance to the system.” Acute 
form: ‘* What little urine is present in the bladder is clear,” 
etc. Subacute form: ‘ Urination infrequent and urine 
scanty.” 

TEMPERATURE.—Sir J. M’ Fadyean :—“ Tempera- 
ture is not a marked symptom, but may be subnormal, 
especially when necrosis present.” 

Friedberger and Frohner :—“ The temperature does not 
rise at any period of the disease.” 

Gray :—In peracute form: ‘ The internal temperature 
may be normal or even subnormal, but is found to be 
elevated if case seen at the early stage.” 

I have seen several cases at a very early stage and 
could record no abnormal temperature. As _ regards 
the foul breath, it is obviously true that this can arise 
from foul mouth or deranged stomach ; but it would be 
no stretch of imagination, surely, if one ascribed it to 
septic pleuro-pneumonia when that condition is found to 
exist. I have never before heard it disputed that gan- 
grenous pneumonia would not cause foul breath.— Yours 
faithfully, Hamieron Kirk, M.R.C.V.S. 

67 Wigmore Street, W.1., January lat, 1922. 


Army Veterinary Service. 
Lonpon Gazetre, War Orrice, REGULAR ForCEs. 


January 1lth——Major and Bt. Lt.-Col. W. H. Nicol, 
O.B.E., retires on retired pay (January 12th) and is granted 
rank of Lt.-Colonel. 

January 16th—The following temporary Qrmrs. relin- 
quish their commns. on completion of service and retain 
their rank :—Capts. W. J. R. Gordon (Sept. Ist, 1921) ; 
A. O. Hildyard (Sept. Ist, 1920); W. Hollis (May 9th, 
1920); J. Hyde (Dec. 24th, 1919); J. F. Ives, M.C. 
(Sept. Lith, 1919); T. KE. Kelly (Aug. 28th, 1919); C. G. 
Kimber (Sept. 24th, 1919); H. Lloyd (Aug. llth, 1919) ; 
J. H. Leane (April 2nd. 1919); C. MePhail, D.C.M. (Jan. 


brane.” 
BLADDER.—Sir J. M’ Fadyean:—No mention what- | 8th, 1920); J. F. Meredith (Feb. 28th, 1919); Lieut. 
ever of urinary complications, therefore presumed absent. | J. J. F. Hynes (June 27th, 1920). 
Diseases of Animals Acts, 1894 to 1914. Summary of Returns. 
Foot- Glanders ' 
Rabies. Anthrax. and-Mouth (including — aw wine Fever. 
Disease. Farcy). 
| 
GT. BRITAIN. | | 
| 
Week ended 7th January, 1922.. [ ... | 10 ll 49 69} 45 32 18 
1921 2 | 20 21 4 197 62 16 34.) 6 
1920 | 12 | 14 313 | 2 2 | 300] 31 | 53 | 23 
Nots.— The tigures for the current year are approximate only. *Excluding outbreaks in Army horses. 
IRELAND. 
Week ended 7th January, 1922 ... 5 6 ll 20 
Correspond iodin 1920 ... oon 
1919... | 1 13 


Nors.—The figures for the current year are approximate only. 
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